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Reply to office Action of September 7, 2004 

REMARKS /ARGUMENTS 
Reconsideration of this patent application is respectfully 
requested in view of the foregoing amendments and the following 
, remarks . 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 3, 7 and 9 under 3 5 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
5,357,920 to Kenmitz et al . in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,082,280 
to Kopf et al. Claims 2 and 8 were rejected under 3 5 U.S.C. § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Kenmitz et al. in view of Kopf 
et al. and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,322,080 to 
Feistel . 

Claims 1-5 were provisionally rejected under the judicially- 
created doctrine of obviousness -type double patenting as being 
unpatentable over claims 1, 4, 5 and 8 of copending Application 
No. 10/679,603. Claims 6 and 12 were provisionally rejected 
under the judicially-created doctrine of obviousness- type double 
patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1, 4, 5 and 8 of 
copending Application No. 10/679,603 in view of U.S. Patent No. 
5,144,923 to Leites et al . 

The rejections are respectfully traversed. 
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Applicants note that commonly owned Application no. 
10/679,603 is projected to issue as U.S. Patent No. 6,820,582 on 
November 23, 2004. Applicants submit herewith a Terminal 
Disclaimer disclaiming, as provided therein, the terminal part of 
the statutory term of any patent granted on the present 
application which would extend beyond the expiration date of the 
full statutory term of U.S. Patent No. 6,820,582, granted on 
Application No. 10/679,603. Applicants respectfully submit that 
the Terminal Disclaimer overcomes the obviousness -type double 
patenting rejections and accordingly places claims 4, 5, 6, 10, 

11 and 12 in condition for allowance. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to include the features 
of claims 3 and 4, which have been canceled without prejudice. 
Independent claim 7 has been amended to include the feature of 
claims 9 and 10, which have been canceled without prejudice. 
Claim 5 has been amended to depend from claim 1 and claim 11 has 
been amended to depend from claim 7. Applicants believe the 
foregoing amendments overcome the remaining rejections over the 
references of record and render claims 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 and 

12 allowable. 

In summary, a Terminal Disclaimer has been filed to overcome 
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the provisional obviousness -type double patenting rejections. 
Claims 1 and 7 have been amended to incorporate the features of 
claims 3 and 4, and 9 and 10, respectively. Claims 3, 4, 9 and 
10 have been canceled without prejudice and claims 5 and 11 have 
been amended to depend from claims 1 and 7, respectively. 



The Applicants believe that the remaining claims are written 
to overcome the rejections of the Examiner. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request early allowance of the remaining 
claims . 

Respectfully submitted, 
DieJ^^BRIEL ET AL-1 

ktlisVn C. Collard, Reg. No. 22,532 
EdwarcK R . Freedman, Reg. No. 26,04 8 
Elizfebdth Collard Richter, Reg. No. 35,103 

COLLARD & ROE, P.C. Attorney for Applicant 

1077 Northern Boulevard 

Roslyn, New York 11576 

(516) 365-9802 

Enclosures: Terminal Disclaimer 
check for $110.00 
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